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Application Number; 09/396,531 
Filing Date: 9/15/99 
Inventors: Randall Addington et al. 
Title: Bowler's Aid 



Group Art Unit: 371 1 
Examiner Name: William Pierce 
Attorney Docket No.: 99-1001 



Assistant Commissioner of Patents 
Washington, D.C 20231 
By Facsimile: 703-372-9303 



37C F. R, 1,181 Petition 
L 

This Petition Is Timely Fife4 

1. This Petition is for relief from the decision of H. Rollins-Crass, Director, Patent Examining Groups 
3710 and 3720, dated October 2, 2003. 

n. 

No- Fee Petition 

2. This Petition is made to correct a mistake, wholly by fault of the U.S. Patent And Trademark Office. 

III. 

Petition Statement 

3. Applicants petition the Assistant Commissioner For Patents, to vacate Group' Director E. Rollins 
Cross' Decision On Petition, dated Oct Z 2003, on grounds of Group Director's bias and prejudice 
toward applicants, denying applicants the right to a fair, competent, and impartial review of 
applicants' petition filed June 26, 2003. 



IV, 

Background 
-1- 
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«r P erce and pebbly exuding through all of T,chnical Center 3700, and w Mch p, cvejltcd 
any fa,r and impartial examination of their application. 

5. Group Director's Decision On Petition, dated Oct. 2, 2003, denied the petition for removal of 
pernors application from examiner Pierce or from Technical Center 3700, 

6. Petitioners now make petition to the Assistant Cornmissioner of Patents to vacate Croup Director's 
Decis>on Oa Petition on grounds that Group Dior's Decision demonstrates unfair bia, and 
prejudice toward applicants, preventing petitioners from receiving from Group Director, a fair and 
impartial review of their Petition fifed June 26, 2003. 

7. Petitioner., limit this petition to the petition stated in Paragraph 3, ubov« and expressly exclude here 
from, the merits of patent examination by examiner Pierce, or the bias and prejudice demonstrated by 
examiner Pierce, as asserted in petitioner's June 26, 2003 petition, except as referred to herein in 
connection with the asserted prejudice of Group Director. 

V. 

Petitioners' Crounds 

8. Croup Director's Decision on petitioners' June 26, 2003 Petition was made without any basis or 
grounding in record facts, and without any explanation or reasons connected to the record facts, 
which would support the Decision. This Decision without support in record fact or reasoning, is a 
opinion demonstrating a lack of knowledge, hostility lu petitioners and prima facie bias and prejudice 
Because of this bias and prejudice, the Decision is incompetent for any purpose of review or judgment 
of applicants' rights in the matter of the Petition filed June 26, 2003. 

9. Applicants' June 26, 2003 petition requested their application be removed from ex«Tminer 

Pierce on grounds of prejudice, in the record facts of the June 26, 2003 Petition, are examiner Pierce's 
statements made in the Office Action mailed 6/1 8/2003. and asserted as demonstrating examiner 
prejudice. These statements of examiner Pierce are repealed in this Petition for completeness, as 
follows. 
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Examiner Pierce's statements sorted in the Tune 26 mm „ , 

prejudice art . fp an , , v ' nd asserted thcrein demonstrating 

presence a re (Page and Ime reference, arc lo the June 1«, 21103 Office action). 

") • ■ Applicant . . . appears not Lo be familiar with the formal „f an Office 
acbonCsicOandhowagroundsforr^onts^pre^ted/' (Page 3, line 1 and 2.) 

«ii) ' ,A "°''iceaonon^^^ 
Instead language used to presenL facts are for example. The 'reference shows o, 
'teaches." (Page 3, lines 2 and 3.) 

iv) "Merely because applicant is inexperienced with how an office action (sic) i s 
presented and/or (sic) he chooses to ignore how the facts are presented . . ." (Page 3, 
lines 4 and 5.) 

v) ". . .applicant blindly restates the MPEP." (See Page 3, line 17.) 

vi) "To applicant this may seem 'illogical" based on his abilities. However, his 
def irienrie* to comprehend the basis for a rejection fo not render iL improper. (Page 3, 
lines 24 and 25.) 

vti) "Merely because applicant in not familiar with the MPEP, patent practice 
and/ or chooses to ignore such does not render a rejection improper." (Page 4. lines I 
and 2.) . 

viii) " When an examiner writes a rejection and he is assuming Lhat he is dealing 
with a patent professional familiar with patent practice and prosecution, he may be brief 
with the consideration that the applicant would have the competence lo understand, 
amend, and/or (sic) overcome the rejection. (Page 4, lines 4 to 6.) 
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xi) "All the facts are dearly stated such riw*™* * , 
,w . 7 nmat *P ateM professional can easilv 

or examiner Pime, repeated in Paragraph 9, i-xi, above, as 
Idjir^ 

the vs. P , tcrit and Trademark Office, without any qualification of priviiegc, can serve 
no pxupose in advancing the prosecution of this application, and can only be 
maliciously intended by examiner, with the purpose to intimidate, insult, defame, and 
cause injury to the attorney's professional reputation and to prevent applicant., from 
receiving a fair and impartial examination. 

and. 

The damage caused to the applicants and to applicants' attorney at law , is Sparable, 
and applicant's attorney can offer no means or method for a cure to the harm already 
caused by the U.S. Patent And Trademark Office through its actions. 
See Petition filed June 26, 2003, Paragraphs III, 5, 6. 

11. Group Director's Decision, and complete findings of fact and law, rejecting the June 26, 2003 
Petition, was limited to the following. 

a) "... a review of the Office [June 18. 2003] tetter in question shows that it in fact 
contains improvident and improper comments regarding the familiarity of 'applicant ' 
with Office practice." (Third full paragraph, lines 2-3) 

b) "It is clear that both petitioners and examiner each fed a certain degree of frustration 
. . ." (Third full paragraph, lines 7-8), 
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fourth fuJF paragraph, lines 3-5) 



pettboners and counsel." ( Fmirth full paragraph, lim* 11 -14) 

n. Grciup r*^. _ 8 was maie „ ilhoul my ^ ot ^ uw ^ 

e5?am »ner s statements, as repeated in Parairranh QVi „;\ i 
Juno26 aamp- M M . aui '^aph9(i-xi)herem, a „d asserted by petitioner in their 

June 26, 2003 Petihon ,as showing prejudice by examiner Pierce. 

Each of the examiner statements, as repeated in Paragraph 9(i-xi) herein, assorted by petitioners in 
their June 26, 2003 Petition as showing prejudice by examiner, are extracted from the Office action of 
June 18, 2003, ouch of these statements is inextricably part of examiner Pierce's rejection, of applicants' 
claims , and it is not possible to separate any of examiner Pierce's prejudicial statements, as repeated in 
Paragraph y(i-xi), from the facts or reasons given for the rejection on the merits of the claims. 

13. Group Director failed to address any of examiner Pierce's prejudicial remarks directly or indirectly, 
presented as Petition grounds in the June 26, 2003 Petition, and repeated in Paragraph 9(i-xi) herein. ' 

There is no record fact that examiner Pierce's remarks were "improvident, " as stated by Group 
Director (see paragraph Ha, above). Lacking any basis in record fact, Group Director's statement 
regarding examiner Pierce's remarks as "improvident" is an opinion made without any record fan 
basis, fails to address the record facts asserted by petitioner as the basis for the charge of prejudice 
and, as an opinion given in reply to petitioners' grounds, is adverse to petitioners without any just 
grounds, demonstrating Group Director's hostiUty and bias toward petitioners. 

14. Group Director's statements as repeated above in Paragraph lib, that petitioner is "frustrated," is 
her opinion, without any record fact support. The plain and generally understood meaning of that 
expressed opinion is that petitioners are ineffectual, and suffer from a deep chronic slate of insecurity. 
That opinion is given without any knowledge of petitioners or their counsel, and shows a 
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condescension to petitioners and an assumed air of superiority by Group Director. Thai same opinion 
is critical hostile to, and derogatory of, petitioners' counsel. A legal counsels' reputation is built on an 
ability to continually and demonstrably function securely and with confidence. 

15. Group Director's statements repeated in Paragraphs l ie and d, above were not directed to the 
examiner statements asserted by petitioner in their June 26, 2003 Petition and repeated herein in 
Paragraph 9( i-xi), above, and are not shown as relevant to the Decision On Petition to any support of 
the Decision by record facts and acceptable reasoning. Group Director's statement avoids the Issue of 
prejudice and bias demonstrated by examiner's statements, repeated herein in Paragraph 8 (i-xi), and 
must be disregarded as irrelevant, 

16. Group Director hostile and derogatory opinions are inextricably merged into the Oct. 2, 2003 
Decision, shows Group Director's bias and prejudice to petitioners and denies to petitioners a fair and 
impartial review of the June 26, 2fM33 Petition. 



IV. 
Summary 

17. This is a petition to vacate Oct. 2, 2003 Decision On Petition and for the relief , as stated in V., 

below. Us grounds arc, 

the bias and prejudice of Group Director demonstrated by Group Director's Decision 
limited to an opinion made without any reference to, or rebuttal of, the record facts and 
reasoning presented by the petitioners, 

Group Director's Decision limited to an adverse and hostile opinion without any record 
based findings, 

and, 

by the derogatory, defamatory, and condescending, record treatment of petitioner, in 
referring to petitioners as "frustrated, and implying petitioners June 26, 2003 Petition, 
are ineffectual. 
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rv. 

Relief Regj ipcfrt^ 
^ t,,tha A ' s,sta " f< -™^iW s O(firefo, dccW<,„. 
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